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Supplementary Figure 6. Comparison of the responses of WT and KI vessels to a NO donor or direct 

activator of PKG (a-b) There was no difference between the SpNONOate- or 8-Br-cGMP-induced 

relaxation of WT or KI mesenteries. (c-d) There was no difference between the SpNONOate- or 8-Br-

cGMP-induced relaxation of WT or KI aorta. 


